
"Ml IS lilt TOILS."
'

Mary Stannard's Half-Sister Se-
verely Cross-Examined.

SlUi "WEEPS IN COURT.

Why She Has No Love for the
Prisoner at the Bar.

REFUSES TO WRITE IN PUBLIC.

Hew haves, Conn.. Dec. 3. 1879.
Susan Ilawley, the half-sister and confidant of the

murdered girl Mary Stunnarcl, was ou the witness
staud nearly all day in tho Uayden trial. Although
nut naturally a youug woman of much spirit or selfposauxsioushe made a remarkably good showing
under tho rigid cross-examination to which she was

subjected. In one instance, however, nlio gave way
to tears under her excitement. An important admissionwas that she was now unfriendly to Haydeu,but in explanation of this one of tho State's
counsel remarked tills evening, "What else conld
you expect wheu she contidontly bolleves liayden to
be tho murderer of her sister V" An earnest effort
was made to throw doubt upon the authenticity of th*
letlor which Mary Stannard wrote to tho witness
enclosing' one for the accused clergyman. Tho dofencehas a theory that Susan may have prepared the
letter herself, and to test this Requested a sample of
her writing. This she refused in oourt, under »

ruling of tho judgos that it was optional with her to
write or not; but it was tinolly offered by the State
to put her to the tost out of court. Pursuing further
inquiries as to this letter the witness admitted that
at the preliminary trial she may have said that wheu
he received it sho* knew at once that it was from
Mary. The fact is that the address is not in Mary's
writing, aud the State claims that her knowledge of.
tho origin of the lettor is easily explained.that is.
It was received after Mary's return home and after
Mary had told her that it had boon sent. i

susan hawlky cltosk-examined.
Susan Hawley, recalled for cross-examination, testifiedthat she passed last night at a New Haven

boarding house, whero several other witnesses in
the case were lodged, but had not conversed with
them in other than a general mention of tho case.
She said that she flrst saw her testimony reduced to
writing abou* a month ago, in tho office of tho counselfor tne State. It was read over to her, and, being
asked whether she could tostify to the several facts
recited, she replied iii the affirmative. Last week a

part was road over to her, several persons, witnesses
in tho case, being present. "You neodn't mention*
the lawyers for the State," suggested Mr. Watrous,
whereupon )Ir. Waller quickly rejoined, "Oh, yes,
you may if you chooso, Susan. We don't care anythingabout it." The names wore not given.
Witness continued:.Mr. Haydencame to Rockland

in 137G, from llocky liill, Conn.; Mary's child was

born in that year.
Q. Uavo you ever said that Hayden was the father

of your sister Mary's ohild?
Mr. Waller objected that, wnlle the defence could
how that tho witness might have hostile feelings
toward Hayden, they hud no right to inquire into
the details. Tho Court ruled that if the witness deniedany unkind feelings toward hiin it would lay
the foundation for inquiries.
Q. Have you any friendly feeling for Mr. Hayden

now? A. No, sir; I have not.
y. Have you malicious feelings toward him? Objectedto, and the Court ruled that the previous admissionof unkindness covered the ground.
Continuing, witness said that she worked out

until tho birth of Mary's first illegitimate child in
1876 and very little afterward until she went to old
lieujamln Stevens' house recently; after his mother'sdeath witness remained there a short time;
most of the time sho had looked after Mary's child
when the mother was not permitted to take it with
Iter.

VJUEKK FItKAK OF UAYDEN'X COUNSEL.
At this point Mr. Watrous called tor the letter of

Mary Stauuard to witness. Then he took a bheot of
paper aud pencil, und stepping to the witness stand
said, "Now, Susan, 1 wish to seo some of your writluf;."The witness quickly replied that she did not
like to write before everybody, aud counsel for tho
State interposed au objectlou that this was not a
proper mode of examiuatiou. The Court remarked
that the witness could not be compelled to write,aud
Mr. Waller theu said that the prosecution hod no objectionto the deteuce having a specimen of the witness'writing, aud would take pains to have the witnesswrite whatever they wished, but out ot court.
"Yes, at some of your coutcrenco meetings," exclaimedMr. Watrous.
'At a meeting, Mr. Watrous, where you may be

?resent. And she may write anything you wish,
ou have niado several insinuations about conferencemeetings with the Slate's witnesses. Of course

wo liavo held thciu to ascertain what their testimony
is, aud of course you do tho «ame with tho witnesses
for the dofeuce. You would bo dcroilct in your duty
If you did not."
Mr. Watrous continuing to press tho witness to

write, and it being entirely optional with her, Mr.
Waller advised her to refuse. Shj answered Mr.
Watrous, "1 will not; 1 had rather not, for my hand
trembles here."
The matter was then dropped for the time being,

l'he object of the defence was to detertuino tho truth
ota theory that the letter or parts of it may havo
been written by witness herself instead of her sister,
tod for a purpose.
Tne witness then testiilod that old iienjamln

Stevens was a frequeut visitor at the house ot the
witness, aud was there ou the day of the murder.
An inquiry as to whore he usually slept in the
bouse was objected to, aud Mr. Jonas, for tho defence,claimed that ho hod a right to ascertain tho
relations of the witness toward this old man, Stevens,
because of its bearing upou her credibility as a witnessagainst llaydeu. The deteuce wanted to get at
a motive tor tho murder some way, and as Stevens,
Who is needed, is daugerously ill, may novorbe here,
the dcfeuce should be permitted to obtain all that can
be had from the witness.
Chief Justice l'ark.This is hardly a fit matter for

erosK-eXKUiination.
Mr. Waller said that the State cxpected to call

Stevous, and if not his dopositiou could, under tho
luw, be takeu, not by the Slate, but by tho defence.
Mr. Jones remarked that the defence would give the
Btale the right to take it, and tho niatUir was left to
be arranged out of court.
The matter of the oyster supper at night from

whteu llaydeu is alleged to have slipped away to his
own bouse to meet Mary Stannard was next Inquired
iuto, and witness admitted that she did uot know tor
a certainty that Mary wus at llayitou's house that
Iiiglit; she only knew that she was employed there,
and was in all probability there that night caring for
the children in the absence of Mr. aud Mrs. llaydcn.
Describing Ilaydcn'* visits to the Stannard house,
witness said that in July before the murder he caiuo
there and wanted to borrow money from Mary; a
tew iltyH lntor he called ag:tin ou what she believed
wu a similar mission, luid ou the loth of Auguat
callol to gut Mary to go to bis Iioiiho to work.

why majiy UKTUUNKl) uomi.
Tho return homo of Mary from ttio studleya, in

OuUiord, after Iter discharge becuusc of her supposedpregnancy, was descrUiod, ami wiiuoits denied
that lu going to the Studleys a mouth previous
Mary had done so In violation of a contrast to work
at another place secured lor her b> old Mr. Stevens.
The condition of Mary whuu she returned Unuio two
day* before tho murder waa described, she having
Mated It to the witueaa. The duteuco cross-examined
Uarply on this point, and witness admitted that
Mary waa In auch condition when the ruturuod on
tliia Sunday, two d.iyx beroro the murder. The aim
waa to ahow that thla accounted for tho presence in |lier pocket of the peculiar towel found thoru after
her du»tL, and consequently that It was not placed
there in view of any possible effects ot tho "quick
medicine" Uaydeu had promised her.

(J. Waa It not Mary'a purpoao to leave her child at
homo, and return to dutlfui'd?
The State objected, and the defence claimed that

ber real object in returning was not so much on ac-
count of her suin>oneil pregnancy but a desire to
leave the child with her folks, he being troublesome
to her omi loyei*. The Slate said the ovldeuce was
llot objectionable If the witness gave Mary's entire
declaration to her.not a part of it.
The Court ruled that the evidence must b« con-

fined to Mary's declarations.
y. Did you know anything except what she told

you 01 her intention to go back to Oullford if alio
could leave her child at hoitief

Mr. Waller.I object. This gets a yes or no
answer from*wlilch an unlitir Inference may be had.
The question being nuKlitVed, alter argument, and

admitted, ihe witness answered lu tho negative. Mr.
Waller then protested against any rurther Inquiry in
this vein, as nothing had lieen showu regarding her
purpoee In coming home.whether It was a mere
visit, or whether her employers had sent her home
on account of her pragnancy, or buc.uuse she was not
able to do Iter work when the child was with hur.

g. Did you not know that the Studleys told Mary
when tUey otuployed her that she could remain if
she could do the work, having the child wltii her?
A. I don't remember anything of it.

tub lkttbh aoatn.
Ihe matter of the letter was again taken tip, and

witness said Uuu it at the preliminary trial at Madl
ousite akUl alie ktww Utat the letter waa Ixutu Mary

NEW YORI
by the handwriting on the envelope it was a mistake.
Q. Did you not statu at Madison that it was her

writing? », .

Mr. Waller.VVe object. The defence aro trying to
contradict the witness by bringing up a statement
in the Court below, whuu alio lias made no declarationahout this matter at all iu thia trial. She hasn't
been asked any turn;: hereabout that writing.
The question wa.s abandoned, and Mr. Watrous

then handed the envelope and inquired whose writingthe address was in?
The prosecution objected, but the Court ruled tho

inquiry might bo made.
y. Whose is that handwriting? A. It is a man's;

it is not my sister's; if I said it was I was mistaken.
Q. Did you not say that when you recoivod it you

knew from tho envelope that tho letter was from
your Bister? A. 1 may have said so, but I was mistaken.
At tho afternoon session Miss Hawley's recall wa.s

temporarily delayed to admit the testimony of Dr.
Leonard Baiiev, of Middletown, who talked with
Uayden in tnat place on tho morning of the murder.The claim ot the State was that ho consulted
him about female complaints and peculiar coudi-
tiuriM 01 pregnancy. ai me preliminary iriai witnessadmitted a conversation regarding Mm. Haydeu'scondition. Dr. U.iiley testified that he bad
k'lown Hayden Fix yoars, and met him ill Middletownat ten A. M. of the day of the homicide; the
conversation wan about live minutes ill length. On
cross-exam inatlon he said he had attended Havdeu's
family in Uociilaud; on the occasion of the Middletownconference witness saw Hayden crossing the
street aud stopped him.
Mr. Waller (redirect).At what collego i/id you

graduate? A. The Philadelphia Medical College.
Q. Had you ever attended Haytiou's wife an a physician?
"What's the object of that?" demanded Mr. Jones.
Mr. Waller.Well, some men may never have Been

any more of a collego than the outside.
The question was ruled out, and wituess next

stated that his conversation with Uayden was unimportant.Mr. Waller next inquired whether the witnesshad not taken iv great deal of interest in this
case, and, the question being objected to, he claimed
that as Dr. Daiiey was an adverse witness he had a

right to show his bias. Nothing further regarding
the conversation or possible bias wan elicited, but it
is rumored that this important matter will not be
dropped here.
Sutau Hawley was then recalled, and admitted

conversing during the noon recess with one or two
of the temale witnesses in the case, but the informationifas drawn from her with much troublo. When
questioned why she had withheld, when first asked,
the name of one of tho ladies, she replied, sharply:.
"I didn't tell it, as 1 thought I could breathe outside
the court room." (Laughter.)
Mr. Waller.What's the purpose of this, Mr.

Watrous? Can't witnesses talk outside tho court
room without violating their oaths»
Mr. Watrous.What's to hinder finding out what

la dosired?
Tho letter was again taken up, and witness' attentionwas called to her mistake at the Madison preliminarytrial in saying that the address was in

Mary's writing. Slio testified that Deputy Sheriff
Hull called her attention to it shortly after tiie
trial, and that since she had seen the entire letter
at that trial [letter placed before her] there appeared
to havo been no chauge.
Q. Uasu't something been written over that name

that looks like Hayden?
WAS TUK LUTTKll DOCTORED?

The State objected to examining this witness as
an expert, and the letter, with a small magnifying
glass, was passed to the jury for inspection. The
defence claims that tho writer may never have intendedto write the word "Hayden." One theory
was that it was originally written "Hayley," and in
the early part of the trial an unsuccessful effort was
made to get an admission from Andrew llazlott, one
of the State's witnesses, nud who had worked at the
same place with Mary the spring before the murder,
that he had somotiines been known as "Hayley" or
"Hazen."

H'l... ..Itno.a than imint thn rfnlnna nf Uiiw

Staunard on the Sunday of her arrival home, and her
visitx to Hayden's tho tollowlug morning.
At this point Horace B. Perry, a juror who resides

hero, was observed with his overcoat collar drawn up
around his neck, although tho temperature in the
court room was oppressive. An Inquiry elicltod the
fact that he was suffering from a chill. This is the
first known instance of the illness of any one of the
twelve jurors, although the trial has been in progresstwo mouths. Dr. Jowett, one of tho States'
exports, attended Mr. Perry. After a rccuas of half
an hour the jurors reappeared, Mr. Perry's bead
bound with n handkerchief.
Susan Hawley, resuming, said that on the afternoonof the day preceding tho murder, when Mary

went to Hoyden's and got tho rake, she was gone
much longur than uecessary. [It was ou this occasionthat she is alleged to have had a conference
with Hayden.] Witness was interrogated at great
length as to why she had not testified at Madisou as
ou this trial, that Mary had, in addition to getting
the rake, the purpose of conversing with Hayden
about her troubles. She said that she was not given
an opportunity at this firo trial to tell all she knew,
the lawyers having checked her.

SUHAN IK TKAB8.
Being sharply questioned on this point nervous

excitement finally caused the witness to burst into
tears, and for several minutes sho gave utterance to
convulsive aobs, which resounded through the
court room. A glass of water and a few quieting
words from Mr. Waller eventually quieted her.
Meantime the jurors bent upon her sympathizing
glances, and there was considerable excitement
among the spectators of her own sex.

Keuuming, Miss Hawley related Mary's raoveraeutxon the morning of the murder. Old lieu
Stevens came to tho house early and threw himself
on a bed to rest.
Was he in the habit of throwing himself on the

bed when he visited?
Objected to, and ruled out.
Continuing, witness a nu tnat uayuen stopped at

her Iiouhh about eloven o'clock, aud when lie ontered
tho kitchen with her father the usual courtesies
were exchanged. A sketch of tho ground floor of tho
Stannard house being pencilled by Mr. Watrous, witnessdusignated her position whou aho first saw Haydeu,aud untitled that wheu the carriage drovo up her
father was at the side of the houso opposite from
which the clergyman approached. This corroboratedprevious testimony that llayden had time for
u private talk with Mary in front of tho house before
others of the family saw him.
Tho Court adjourned at this point until nine

o'clock to-morrow morning, when tho cross-exauiinationwill bo rcaume<l. It ia understood that after
the conclusion of her testimony the State will occupybut a uay or two longer with the testimony in
chief.

ANOTHER 11AYDEN IN TROUBLE.

ALLEGED POISONING OF A SISTEB TO SECURE A
SMALL SUM or MONEY.THE TRIAL AT WOItCESTEB,MASS.

Boston, Doc. 3, 1870.
Upon tho reassembling at Worcester yosterday of

tho court engaged in the trial of Francis E. llayden,
of Fitchburg, for the murder of hia slater, Sarah E.
llayden, by poisoning, the motion of Mr. Verry to

quash tho second and third counts in the indictment
waa allowed, the Court holding that they were imperfoctin oonstruction.

District Attorney Staple* opened the case for the
prosecution, and entered into a description of the
alluged poisoning of Sarah K. llayden by arsenic.
The various symptoms of death by arsunlc and morphinewere described, and ho claimed thuy correspondto those exhibited In her sickuuss aud death.
Tim District Attorney dwelt upon the motivo for the
murder, which, lie said, was to enable the detondaut
to get possession of a small sum ot money. It was
also stated, with regard to the method of and opportunityfor tho alloged crime, that evidence of the
most startling uaturo would be producod.
The Arst witness wan Thomas Sheldon, City Engineer,who testified to plana showing the situation

of the houHo.
Charles A. Emory, prorision dealer, testified to seeingSarah K. lla.vdeu tho night before she died, when

aho appeared in her usual health.
Jonu Choate, apothecary. Untitled that on the 1st

of May a young man bought eight grains ot morphinefront hiin and said that he knew how to use It;
no would not identify the person pointed out, but
wha quite Hiiro no wan uio luuu.
Laura Wilder, cousin of the prisoner and who

lived tn tliu tainilv, testified that Fraud* gave Sarah
medicine on the night of her death; rood after retiringHarah w:is taken very Hick; prisoner came
into tho room already dressed, and, inquiring if she
wan sick, gave her something which he sold wan

ginger, and afterward gave her peppermint; witness
knew the Utter by ita auioll, but the ilrat ahe could
not toll.
The Court adjourned at its P. M.
The case ia exciting ureat interest and the court

room waa crowded all day.

THE NOKTII lilVER COLLISION.
A statement was received yesterday by the Local

Inspector* of Steamboats from John a. Kelly, master
of the steamship Manhattan, of the Old Dominion
lino, regarding tbe collision between that steamship
and the ferryboat.Pavonia laat Tuesday evening.
Captain Kelly reports that the Manhattan had
roiiuded the iiattory and was proceeding up the rivur
under one bell. When nearly opposite tlio l'avonia
ferry he saw tlio Payonla crossing from the Jersey
shore, llo blew oue whistle, the signal for the forryboatto koep to the right. There was no response,
and, as the ierryboat kept ahood at full
pc<vl, ho rang the signal bell to stop and back. Tlio
steamship had nearly loat her headway when she
struck the Pavonla bohind|tho peddle box. Apieee
of the ferrylsiat's guard entered between tne frames
of the steamship and tuade a hole about a root
square in hor port bow. T. M. Van Kouron, pilot of
the Pavoma, tn his report to the inspectors sav*:.
"The stctftnship Msnhattan waa close into the docks
and, as 1 supposed, was about to land at oue of tho
docks below our slip, as tho usual call signal given
by vessels coming to docks was blown
from tho stcanior. 1 saw that the vessel wss
under considerable headway, I thereupon sounded
the cautionary signal of two bloats, signifying to the
steamer to go astern. In reply the steamer blew one
blast of the whistle, stKUitying that tho contrury
action to that called for by my signal would be
takeu. My boat was so closo to the slip and tho
steamer so near at hand that 1 could not do bettor
toward avoldttig the sinking of the Pavonla by tho
steamer than to keep on lull speed, which 1 did
right into the slip. If I had not douo so the steamer
would undoubtedly have struck the Pavonla amidshipsand sunk lior. The steamer waa so close Into
the docks thst when she struck the Pavonla her bow
was Just at the mouth of tho slip." Tho Inspectors
wlU opeu au investigation at an early da/.

C HERALD, THURSDAY,

GIVING AWAY A COSTLY FRANCHISE.

Action ol the Aldermen in Regard
to a Crosstown Line.

WHAT THK PKIVILEGB IS WORTH.

Property Owners Generally Opposed to

Another Surface Road.

Th« unseemly haste with which the Board of Aldermenon Tuesday gave away for a song very valuablefranchise to the Chambers Struct Crosstown
Railroad Company was the theme of varied comjneutyesterday among politicians and property
owners. The latter gave expression in vigorous
English to their opinion not only that property
along the proposed route would bo greatly depreciatedby thb building of another surface road, bnt
uiat mo city waa ueiug ruuuuu 01 a iruucuiw

worth a great deal mure than a pittance
on five per cent of tho gross receipts of
the road. The opinion was also expressed by
gentlemen well informed in regard to the legal
aspects of the case that tho Aldermen had exceeded
their jurisdiction in granting tho franchise, and that
their action was diametrically opposed to tho
amoudmeut to the constitution passed in 1874 in regardto tho creation of surface ruilroads in the
State. It was also pointedly intimated that a "job"
had been put up by the Aldermen who voted in
favor of giving away the frauchise, and that they
were well paid for doing so. Tho Aldermen who
voted for making a present of tho franchise to tho
company were Ileum's. Burns, Carroll, Cavanagh,
Foster, George Hall, Haughton, Hyatt, RobertHall, Keenan, Kenney, Kieraan, tihlels,
Slovin, Stewart and Strack. Of this number,it should bo remembered, seven will
retire from oflico at the close of the yearMessrs.
Burns, Carroll, Cavanagh, George Hall, Hyatt,
Kiernan and Stewart. Tho proposed route will commenceat the foot of Uoosevelt street and rnn thence
through South street, with double tracks, to James'
Blip; thence through James slip, with double tracks,
to New Chambers street; thence through New Chambersstreet, across Chatham street, with double
tracks, to Chambers street; thenco through Chambersstreet, with a single track, to West street;
thence through Wost street, with a single track, to
Duane street; thence through Duane h troet, with a

single track, to connect with double tracks at
Chatham and New Chambers streets. The fare will
be ttvo cents.

lxqal points involved.
A Hk&axj> reporter called on Corporation Counsel

Whitney, and asked him whether the action of tho
Aldermen in giving away such a valuable franchise
for a paltry sum was legal. He replied that that waa
rather a question of discretion than of power. It
was ooHsible that the Aldermeta had made a bad bar-»
gain tor tlie city. The reporter then asked whether
the Board of Aldermen had not exceeded their jnrisdictlon.

"I have not had an opportunity to-examine tho
matter in all its bearings," he replied, "but it does
not follow that the road can bo built simply because
the Aldermen bave voted to grant the franchise.
Moreover, hero is au extract from tho constitutional
amendments of 1874, under which this question
comes. If the oompauy was organized since that
time the action of the Aldermen would be in conflict
with it. If the company had a charter prior to that
year tho-question is at once raised, 'Does that charter
come unuer tho amendments of 1874V Here la the
amendment:.
Hut no law nliall authorise tho construction or operation

of a stroct railroad oxcopt upou tho couiiition that tlie conKent«f the oaraen of one-half iu value tho property
bounded ou, and tho conaent alio of the local authorities
having the control ot that portion of a atrout or
highway upon which it la propoaed to conatruct
or operate such railroad be flrat obtalnod, or in
caao the conaent of auch property owners cannot
in obtained, the General Term of the Supreme Court, In
the diatrict iu which it ia proposed to bo conatructod. may.
upou application, appoint three coowiiasionera, who ahall
doterinme. after a hearing of all partioa intereated,
wliuthor aucb railroad ought to be conatrueted or oparati-d,
and tbeir determination, conftrmod by the Court, maybe
takun iu lieu of the conaent of the property owners.

Dorman B. Eaton said he bad not looked into the
matter carefully; but, so far as be was concerned, be
bad not heard that tbo company bad any old charter,'
and consequently they were amenable to tbe law of
1874, and the granting of tbe franchise would, therefore,be unconstitutional. He did not wish to expressany opinion at length, as he bad not had time
to make tho inquiry necessary before pronouncing
judgment, but be thought tbo constitutional amendmentwould be a very great obstacle in tbe way of
building tbe road.

"THK WHOLE THING A JOB."
"Don't you think tbe franchise waa sold very

cheaply?"
"My own impression wben reading about it waa

that the whole thing was 'a job."'
"Ong tt not sncn a franchise to yield the city from

twenty to twenty-live per cent of the grosa receipts
of tbe road?"

"1 should think it was worth at least that."
The Aldermen who voted for the scheme were

shocked at tbe idea of any "job" being engineered
by them. Alderman Stewart said ho voted to grant
tho franchise because tbe road was a public necessity,and Alderman Strack voted for it, as it would
be, iu his opinion, a good road and a cheap fare. If
the resolution bad bison referred to tho Railroad
Committee, he said, there waa so little timo remain»liu»(r niiu# ha /'ufriu/1 t\y Inat .luttitarv 1

Should tlio Mayor veto it, and should it
bo passed over bis veto, it was uncertainwhether it would como before tho
Legislature at all. He did not know of auy
"job" put through by the Aldermen. Alderman
Morris, who voted against tbo scheme, said the robbingor tbo city of valuable franchise* ought to be
stopped, and that if tho city franchisee had been
managed in the rignt way the rev«nuerroui them
would cancel ail the expenses of the city government.He also stated that those interested in tho
road claimed to have organised under the Ueueral
ltailroad act of 1860, but that no articles of associationhud been filed in the County Clerk's office, nor
hud there been auy petition of property owners
along the proposed route, as tho constitution demanded,without wliich it would be impossible to
build the road. Alderman Perley also objected to
virtually throwing away valuable franchises, bnt
would not say whether bo thought a "job had been
put up."

It was rumored yesterday that George M. Van
Nort, Sheridan Shook. ex-Police Commissioner
Nichols and Daniel C'ouover were among those interestedin the franchise. Mr. Shook said last eveningthat if he was an incorporator he did not know
it, and that ho had no interest iu the road. "During
tho last yemr of ex-Uoveruor Dix's administration,"
he continued, "a bill for a road to go ovor just about
such a route as the one proposed by this company
wns passed by tho Legislature, bat was vetoed by the
Governor solely through tho opposition of A. T.
Stewart. I wus one of tho Incorporators,
aud I believe this is about the sstuo,
if not tho MStno, as tho routo mentioned
in that bill. Mow tho Aldermen neom to think they
are authorised to grant this franchise themselves.
Its siiuply a quostion as to whether th«y have that
power. The compauy has been advised by counsel
that tho Common Council cau grant this franchise.
Whether'this can be doue without the consent or tho
property owners remains to be decided. Personally
I am in favor of it, as I think it is needed to connect
the east aide or the city with the west side and the
elevated roads."

PUICK or THE FRANCHIinC.
"What do you think of the price of tho franchise?"
"The trauchia* Is curtainly a vory valuabio oneoneof the moat valuable iu the city. 1 don't think

the Forty-second .Street Hailmad franchise will comparewith it. The compauy conld well attord to pay
mure than fivo per cent. The matter will probably
uo into tho courts anyway, as any Individual can
throw it in. I have thought that ovun the Logislaturocould not grant such a franohine unless a generalrailroad act waa passed. 1 don't know who are
mtcreatrd in the road. The namea of the lnoorporatoraam probably on fUa at Albany with Um Secretaryof Htate."
Ooorge M. Van Nort win bod the rvprrrtcr to atat«

that he was not interested in the road "directly or
indirectly in any way, ahape or manner." lie'dld
not know either who were interested in It. There
wan uo charter giveu to the company botorc 1H74, ho
thought, aud consequently the granting of thu franchinewaa uncouHtitutional If the conaont of proi>ertyowmwa along the route bad not beau obtained.
The opinion of property owner* in Chamber*

street ia by no nieaua favorable to the building of
the road. II. K. I h.irber, the grocer, who has valuableproperty on Chamber*amiDnatte street*. said:.
"This la a vary valuable rrauolilm, aud it ought to
bring in aomothing to lite city lnateadof being giveu
away. At leant tou per ceut of the uroas rcovipta
Hliould go to the city. It in a short line, ami will
carry many paaaengera, and If thoy are going to block
up the atreeta still moro they ahould pay au
amount commenaurate with the value of
their franohiae. 1 have not the elighteat doubt that
if thla franchise wore put up at auction to a concern
that would build the road In the beat manner and
would pay the largeat percentage of grown receipts
Into the city treasury, entirely reaponaible i>eoplo
would jump at it and pay more than ten per cent
Into the city treasury. 1 have u»t Mettle.i in my
mind whether any convenience the public would derivefrom I ho road would conipenaate lor the additionalblocking up of the atreeta. it would bo convenientfor people going across town from the foot of
Chamtmra atreet to the eaat aide, but would interferewith the immense truffle from llroadway to the
North Klver. If the road were properly laid and
properly ruu it might not depreciate property, but
until a road la built yon can't tell whether It'a going
to he a nuisance. I object, however, to the rallliona
and millions aud million* of dollars worth of franchise*that are given away on our atreet* that ahould
be bringing million* Into onr city treasury. Thia
1a tin- best cross towu franchise lu the city.
Ifiuuiaa K. Ailvu, of AUuu J* Co., wholesale tobacco
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dealers, on the corner of Chambers un<l Greenwich
street-.. »aiil emphatically that the nuw road would
be "» perfect nuisance." "We have enough cars in
thin neighborhood already," lie continued, "and
through tJit iu our carts are blocked about four days
a week. The road would certainly depreciate propertyalong the route because the locality would not
be so desirable for mercantile purposes. I shall
oppose it as far as I can."

ITOTI-HVE Will CKN'f VOX TOO MUCII.
"Do you consider the franchise a valuable onoV"
"It should pay the city good sum, and twentyfiveper cent ot the gross receipts wouldn't tio out

of the way. The road is short, and very lew passengersfrom the river will go further than Broadway.
Hut those it would accommodate would bo people
living outsiiie of the city, but, as I said before, wo
are too crowded in this neighborhood now, without
increasing the difficulty. At six A. M. the streets
are blocked by wagons, and West broadwuy and
Chambers street are blocked more thau
any other part of tho city." Mr. Alerrall,
of Acker, Merrall k (Jondit, on the corner
of College place and Chambers street, also mised the
same objection to thu road, as it would crowd an
already crowded locality. The repaying ot Colloge
place had made it a popular thoroughfare, bringing
travel Iroiu Greenwich, Church and Washington
streets, bo that a constant succession of wagous
passed the door. A blockade of one minutewould stop the cars on the four
road* that passed his store and the
truck would be blocked for half a dozen blocks,
"There is no room for another railroad," he said,
"for we can hardly hud room to bring our wagons
up to the store now. 1 have seen a score of passengerswaiting on that corner for a chance to cross
through a liue of wagons and cars. We have to bring
our wagons up sideways to the sidewalk to unload
them, College place is so narrow. Otherwise
in five minutes there would bo a block-
age runuiug lu uanai bw eei. a iiuiuuit

o( otiicr parties also told tbo reporter they thought
the road would bo a nuisance and depreciate their
property. J. P. Huggiox, proprietor ot the CosmopolitanHotel iq Chambers street, on thu contrary,
thought the line would accommodate his guests, but
when the scheme was first broached ho opposed it.
ltobert L. Stewart, oiiu of the largest property
owners on the street, was sick last evening and could
not see the reporter. Mr. Mason, of the firm of
Samuel Thompson's Nephews & Co., was opposed to
the building ot the road, as Chambers aiul Duano
streets are at present very much crowded.

11APID TRANSIT.

THE CITIZENS OF THE ANNEXED DISTIflCT IN

FAVOU OF A STEAM SURFACE liOAjD.
The question of rapid transit has lony been ono of

vital interest to the people of the annexed district,
and last evening a large and earnest assemblage of
the leading citizens of the Twenty-third and Twentyfourthwards met at IUnar's Hotel in l'remont to discussthe subject. Mr. Leonard Jerome was unanimouslychosen to preside over tho mooting, and .ho
lost no time in stating the objocts that called them
togother. For nine months they had been hard at
work trying to secure rapid transit in tho annexed
district, and he was sorry to &aj that thev were
further ofl now than ever from it. Nine months
ago they asked for a commission on rapid transit,
aud they got it. The action of this commission was
of such a nature that after four months' delay they
wero compelled to ask tor another, whioh proved to
be little butter. Unless something is done at the
present time by the citizens of the district themselvesrapid transit may pass out of tneir reach forever.
Mr. Morrison, the engineer 'appointed to make a

report on the choice ot a route, said the line of tho
liurlem Uailroad is the best route lor a rapid transit
road. There would be little difficulty in constructingthe line parallel to the Hnrleui, and ho thought
it could be constructed for $M,UUU. He considered
it the easiest, quickest and cheapest to build, and
four-fifths of the people of tho district live within
half a mile of it. Whatever damage thero may be in
a surface steam railroad, he said, is already done on
this line by tho Harlem.
Judge Tappan presented resolutions adopting the

report of tho engiueer and appointmg as a commit-
teo Messrs. Lewis 1). Drown, Horace B. Clutlin, Pierre
Lorillard, David Lydig, Judge Tuppen, Andrew
Findlay, William U. Ackerman, J. V. Trapliagen,
William L. Andrews, Theodore Uona, Daniel K.
Kendall, Charles W. Bathgate, John Kisby, Thomas
Morris, William Davis, Joliu is. Haskin, W. W.
Miles, Colonel Lawrence Kip, Ueiiry J. Purroy and
Leonard Jerome. These gentlemen aro to wait upon
tho Kapid Transit Commissioners and urge the adoptionof the ltailroad avenue (Harlem Railroad) route.
The resolutions were unanimously adopted and the
committee will meot the Commissioners to-morrow.

LEASING A RAILllOAD FEEDER.
Mr. Hugh ltiddle, president of tho Chicago, Uock

Island and I'aciflc ltailroad Company, Is reported to

have had several conferences during tho last two
days with Mr. William Dowd, president of tho Hannibaland St. Joseph ltailroad, with the object of
making some arrangement lor the lease ut tlio
Cameron branch of tho llannibal and St. Joseph,
running from Cameron, Mo., to Kansas City, Mo.
The Chicago and llock Island people are said to be
very anxious to make this connection, as it is tho
only road open to them to that poiut. At tho last
conference, held yesterday, Mr. Ellhu Hoot, tho
counsel of the Hannibal and St. Joseph, was present,
and, it is understood that the terms offered were

$3,U00 per mllo rental per year, but that this has not
yet been sottied. The road from Cameron to Kansas
City is fifty-three miles in length.

THE INDICTED EXCISEMEN.

TESTIMONY OK MESSBH. 1I0BBI80N AND MKRKLK
IN THEIB OWN UEHAI.F.

At the opening of the Court of Dyer and Terminer,
yesterday. Judge Charles Daniels on the bench, tho
trial of the indicted Excise Commissioners, Messrs.
Morrison and Merkle, was resumed. The evidence
for the prosecution having bt.cn concluded on the
previous day ex-Judge A. J. Dittenhoefer moved on

behalf of the accusod that, on the evidence as it
stood, the Court direct the Jury to acquit. Ho urged
that the functions of the Commissioners were judicialin their nature; that in the exercise of such
functions they wore to^>o guided by their best judg-
meat Mid discretion; that having exercised «ucli they
were not culpable even if the Court or jury should
bo of opinion that they did out properly
cxorcise It iu the granting of a license; that they
could not be held criminally culpable unless it wus
alleged and proved that they wiltully and corruptly
actwl with intent to violate the law, and of this
there wan no evidence presented to the jury. Judge
Daniels thought that the evidence of Captain McDonnellto the effect that he had informed Commissioner
Merkle as to the premisesbeing » resort for improper
characters was sufficient to authorize the submissionof the caao to the jury. The motion was,
therefore, denied, and Mr. John D. Towiiscnd proceededto oi>en tho case for the defence, arguing as
to tho provisions of tho law. and contending that
they would be able to show not only that the Commissionershad acted iu good faith, but that the
parties licensed had In all resoects complied with
the law aad were entitled to be licensed.

EYIDKNI* roil THK liKKKNCK.
Tho first witness produced for the defence was

llichard J. Morrison, one of the indicted Commissioners.lie testified that iu the early part of February,187s, an application was made to him personallyto niako an examination of tho premises; both
he and l)r. Merkle were together when the inspector
of the Itoard was ordered to make au examination ;
the examination waa directed iu the usual way,
and he in no way interfered in tho selection
of an inspector; tho application for a license
was first laid over because of au oflicial reportthat the parties hail not the m-cossary
accommodations tor a hotel; a ri-examination was
ordered at the solicitation of the applicants,
who represented that Captain McDonnell opposedt li out because he had a spite against
them. Witness said he then visited the premises
himself aud fouud tliero three separate beds and
other furniture, which, in his judgiueut, complied
with the law; the beds were all in one room, ami the
only suggestion he thought it necessary to make was
that there should be separate rooms; Hyrne was a
stranger to him, sod there was uo iuiluence brought
to bear to induce the granting of the license; the
separation of tho sleeping space into three rooms
was subsequently reported to him, aud he sent au
Inspector to verify it; the license was then issued;
be had uo recollection of Captain McDonuell's
protest coming before or l>eiug discussed by
tho Hoard; three or tour persons known to the
members of the board certified to the good moral
character of llyrne. With tho additional statement
by Mr. Morrison that at the time of granting or this
license the amount of business before tho Commissionerswas very large aud the accommodations for
transacting it very small, his direct evidence closed.
on cross-examination be stated that up to thotiino

of granting this license ho an I his associates had
issued only about six hundred licenses to
keep hotels; he did not know at the time
he visited Byrne's place that the rat rug
aalOOIl III inn uaHCIUCUl »hm uvtuium u/ niiuiui-r

person, who wan uImi selling liquor; lie had
frequently given advice to applicant* tor licence*
aa to what tin; taw required of Hutu. ami <liil
not In thtscaae deem H ncce**ary to reftiac a license
l>ec.auai> tho person aeeking it had beou arrested lor
aelllug liquor without uno; there ha<l frequently
t>een cane* in which lieenaca were granted t«> parties
who bad mode their Application ami paid their money,
hut who, lietoro the actual Inane ol the license, hud
been arrested by raid* made at the suggestion of the
Hociety tor thu Prevention of Crime.

OOMMINUONRlt MKUKI.K H KVIDKNCS.
Commissioner Merkle teatiflcd to the llceua*

having been granted ill the usual wav, after dun deliberationand inspection and evidence aa to the

Soiid character of tho applicants; all that Captaiu
IcDoiiuell tivnr aaid to hltn on the subject was that

Byrne should not havo a license, without assigning
any reason relating to the character of tho house;
he attached no ln>|>ortaiice to what tho Captain said,
because he (witness) knew personally that the Captainknowingly permit* the existence of most vile
places In hi* precinct.
Kdward F. Uyrne. one of the partlca to whom the

liecuae wan granted. teatl&od to the enmity of CaptainMcDonnell toward hlui; also that he had atated
the Captain'* conduct to the Commissioners; that he
Intended to keep a hotel, and kept no retort for bad
character*. Judge* Murray and Coulter t< stilted to
llyrne'a good character, and the Court adjourned to
tlila morning.

LE SHEET.

ii uutu mencm
Conclusion of Mr. Sterne's Review

of the Evidence.

POOLS AXD FREIGHT WSCRIHKATMi.

How the Standard OiJ Company Crushed
Out Its Rivais

The Assembly committoe appointed to investigate
tlii! management of railroads in thxa State continued
tlieir xeaaionx vesterdav morning in the Chamber of
Commerce building. corner of Cedar and William
btreuts. The day wan occupied iu listening to Mr.
tfterne's concluding argument in summing up iu

support of tno charges preferred against the railroadcorporations by the Chamber of Commerce and
the New York Board of Trade aud Transportation.
There was a largo crowu of merchants and business
men present aud the railroad* also had their representatives.watching with interest the progress of argumenton the indictment.
The treatment of the city of New York by the railroads,continued Mr. Sterne at the opening of business,is an anomaly utterly inexplicable by any of

the theories which railway people aro willing to advance.New York is treated upon the basis of what
she will bear. A discrimination which would destroyother cities is bearable by Now York. It holds
the bulk of the business not because of tho-discriininations,but despito them, as during eight months
of the year its business is carried on without much
reference to the railway aud independent of it. Wipe
out the Krie Canal from the maj> of Nuw York, and if
the railways persist in continuing the discrimination
of two and three cents a hundred that would wipe
out the commerce of New York as effectually as

thougn a bed of rock were by nature's convulsionsto block up our channels to the
sea. With the economies introduced by the
railways and the competition between them cimo a

considerable diversion of the commerce from the
lakes and the canal to the railway, and so long as the
railways actively competed with eacn other New
York city could still maintain its natural advantage
over other cities. But when the railways arbitrarily
combined, for the purpose of avoiding competition,
to place New York upon the level with Philadelphia
aud Baltimore, it placed every merchant who had a

lease of a Broadway warehouse at a disadvantage
with the merchant iu Philadelphia or Baltimore
whoso rental represented but half or one-tliird interestou the value of an equal amount of land. Mr.
Vanderbilt told us that iu fixing the rates of two and
three cents a hundred they wore largely influenced
by the supposed difference in ocean freights. These
differences no longer exist, yet the tariff differences
of tho railways continue. The practical result of the
pooling arrangement places New York upon » seemin"enualitv by the handicapping of New York with
an arbitrary additional railroad freight charge. The
railways ought not thus to have the latchots of every
mail's purse string put iuto their bauds.

the standard oil monopoly.
As to the Standard Oil Company, it took its start

with a few speculators, refiners and dealers in oil,
who combined together to obtain special advantagesfrom the railways, aud through the instrumentalityof tho South Improvement Company attemptedin 1872 to obtain a monopoly in tho sale of
the product, which amounted to tf.ooo.uoo barrels a
year 111 crudo oils and iu refined to 4,500,000 barrels.
The New York Central, Erie and Pennsylvania
agreed to lower or raise tne gross rates of transportationover their railroads ho as to overcome competitionof others with the Soutb Improvement Company,the rebates and drawbacks to the latter companyto be varied j>art ptuxu with the eross
rates. Hore is a logical outcome of the special
rate business. It was a recognition on the
part of the railway of its power to use tho
railway freight chargo as an instrument of destructionof the industries of vast numbers of people for
the purpose of building up aud concentrating in the
bauds of a particular junta a vast aud profitable
business. From the regular rates there were agreed
rebates, which run as follows;.On the transportationof refiued oil, benziue aud other products of
the manufacture of petroleum.Pittsburg to New
York, 50cents; Pittsburg to Philadelphia, 50cents;
Pittsburg to Baltimore, 50 cents; Cleveland to Bostou,50 cents; Cleveland to New York, 50 cents;
Cleveland to Philadelphia, 50 cents; Cleveland to
Baltimore, 50 cents. Any common point to New
York. (1 32: to Philadelphia, $1 32; to Baltimore,
$1 32; to Boston, $1 32.
Of course the independent pipe lines died oil like

slieep aud were all bouuht up by tho Standard Oil
Company. Under the form of secret rebates and
drawbacks it absorbed a largo proportion of the
property of otlier people. Mr. Beruheimur, with a

capital of millions and willing to guarantee the railwaysas large shipments as the Standard, was denied
the same rates and was compelled to sell out to
Charles Pratt & Co., one of the aliases of the Standardmonopoly. Iu 1875 a danger to the Standard
loomed up iu the shape of the Empire TransportationCompany. Then commenced a contest by tho
Standard to drive it out of tho business of refining.
It was carried on through the instrumentality of tne
New York railways. They prevailed, and the Empire
Company went to the wall. Then, with the selling
out of Neyhardt, the Standard had a monopoly ot

shipments to tiUewater at New York. It had grown
to be a great monopolist, and had, in
the purchase aud dismantling of niauy refineries,become tbo master aud exclusive
refiner iu tho oil regions. There wero still a few
refiuers who, by using a road to Buffalo aud tho slow
aveuue ot tho caual, brought their product to market.Another war of rates commenced against these
outside shipments by caual, and tho Staudard once
more dictated to the companies a further reduction,
which brought down the rate to the Standard to
sixty cents a barrel. Then, in the shape of the
American Transfer Company and their pipo lines, a
further rebate of twenty conts, under the name of
pipage, was obtained by the Standard. Enterprise
alter enterprise was compelled to go under beiore
this corrupt combination between the railways, the
storer of oil aud manufacturer, and uo ingenuity, uo

improvement in tho process of refining oil, no advantagesof proximity to market, no superior pluck
or energy could prevail ngaiust the almost entire absorptionof this vast business in a product which bad
increased to a yield of 16,265,470 barrels in 1N78, .yieldingabout 12,000,000 barrels of refined oil, constituting
the greatest commercial monopoly iu the history of
tile world. This monopoly was, wo remember, well
brought about entirely by a combination between a

comparatively small capital originally and tho
frcignt rate determining element ot the railway
management. The Staudard next obtained control
of the terminal facilities of the Erie aud New York
Central, so that no oil should be shipped to New
York without passiug through their hands. Mr.

I1,.I. I........I# ...4 . I, ,l..l ., ........

w hat tho rates wore mo long as they were Dot high
enough to prevent foreign consumption. It is iu
the power of railway magnates to become partners
in every special line of occupation, and it is this
power to destroy unci to build up, which uo comliuinitycan ullow to roam and exercise itself nuchocked,which must be restrained, curbed ami renderedsubservient to the general public weal through
the instrumentality of wise legislation rigidly en|forced.
The usual rocoss was hero takon.

1IIK vowKit TO DKnTHOT.
After tho recess Mr. Sterne continued his

address as follows:.The power to tax is the
power to destroy, and railway charges are in tho natureot tuxes. Tho railway charge permeates and
enters every commodity us part ot its price. The
amount of tiio charges is not so important a considerationas the certainty that it shall be the same
for all and shall be collected without favoritism.
The railways by charging ditlereiit individuals differentrates necessarily made all coinmurcial transaction*uncertain. Every evil soouer or later tlnds
Its remedy. The railroads suggested that the problemof rates be left to work out its own remedy.
One might as well argue against employing a physicianduring a pestilence, because the pestilencewould die out whou its victims
were dead. It certainly is In the province ol tho
Legislature to make proper regulations on this subjectami not to wait uutil tho evil has worked comiplete destruction. There is a statute which provides
that "if two or more persons shall conspire to commitacts injurious to Ir&do or commerce they shall
be guilty ot a misdemeanor." But the railways delIlliterately combine against competition with each
other by the pooling arrangements. These arrange1lueiits urc against public policy, and it Is high time
to take a new departure, Thu policy that lies at tlio
basis of all American institutions, of e<)ual Justice to
all men, commands action. The clement is to bo
taken Into consideration whether tl.e vast power of
$,">,000,000,000 Is safely lodged in the hands of the
railway managers, and that without auy responsiIbllity to the people.
We must not torget the milk question. The railwaysimpose a lax of almost a cent a quart, not as

common carriers, but because the public. Lave enabled
them to tlx arbitrary rates. Tliey carry, according to
their schedule, a box of silk wort h jll.OOO at the
same rate to Dullalo, a distance ot 400 miles, at which
they carry three cans of milk, the coutcuta of which
are worth

WATKnmn stock.
One of the charges was that our railway corporationsbad thoroughly evaded tho limitation ot ten

per cent by shameless waterings of stock aud issues
ot bonds. The railway presidents had the hardihood to
answer that such additional stock, capital and bonded
indebtedness did actually represent values incorporatedinto their roads. The grand total from 1*«;7 to
1m7U lor tho Krle Hailwny shows an Increase of
$58,188,*84 of indebtedness not represented by constructionand which amount is entirely fictitious.
Homo of thoir le^al expenses were charged to construction.llio New Ynr« C'tutioi liaiiwa) fcau

5
watered the stock from 18.13 to 1K70 by "cj.illi.
The bonded mdeblodneKK of the Krio ft m l-l'S to
1H7H hull iucreatted nui repreacutcl l».v
construction. From 1870 to iHVs the fuuded d.:L' ot
the Sew York Central i!icre»««<l $'Jtf,lly,4J«;. In I'.'
Gould settlement with the Krie road lie ua* not oimjij
for the *-i7.iXlO,uiiii lraudulently issued at par, bui
only tor the $11,000,000 which h» obtained tor it by
slaughtering it uu the stock market, where. til'' bulk
of it was Kold below '23. The securities turned ovoi by
Mr. Gould uever were hi« property, but behoved
really to the lirie Hail * ay Company Itself. It remain*with the people of the .State (if New York to
say whether they are willing to bear such burdens
forever; whether the fWU.OOO.OOO of Krie capital,
representing an actual value of about $70,OOJ,OUO.
shall be permitted to earn interest and dividends
upon $160,000,000 out of the people of the .-state.
Instead of the actual cost ot roads railways can
I'UIUIU'I* iaj »« ""J 'aic IUC) yie.t^e. aiiv»

that their "constructive construction accounts" are
to limit tho rates of the public, that the limitation
of ten pur cent will novur bu reached, because the
printing press will be kept ever busy m printing
new stock ami printing new bonds tor the purpose
of evading the provisions of the law. One of tha
new provisions that I herewith submit iu tlio law
that I have drafted for your revision, acceptance 01
rejection, provides that the railways shall publish
all their rates, both through and local, post them at
each station, and that they shall not either raise or
lower them without previously giving a month's
notice.
Not even the railway advocates can say anything

in favor of the j>roxy system. To allow a vote by
proiy is an anomaly upon the voting power. It enablesmen who do not own one dollar's worth of
stock to obtain the control of our groat railway corporations.Voting on stock sitould not be allowed
except the atock be owned and in the actual possessionof the voter. The State of New i'ork should
protect the stockholding interests by the barriers of
law. Miuority representation should bo insisted
upon.

A RAILWAY COMMISSION WANTED.
A railway commission is a necessity. It could rectifythe evils in the methods of railway accounting,

wh;ch is now a system of how not to tell tha
truth. It would put an end to the secrecy
of management which has characterized
American roads. It has been urged that
this problem should And its solution in national
legislation. A large branch, however, of this subjectmust necessarily always remain within tha
scope of State Legislatures only. No C'ongresscould
rightly interfere with tha New York Central's charge
for carrying freight from one local point to another
along any part of its line within the Statu of Nuw
York.
We have now arrived at the conclusion of a most

important work. Our labors have not beeu in vain.
The investigation has had a great educating influencethroughout the length and breadth of this
country and which has been re-echoed from abroad.

(treat applause followed the conclusion of Mr.
Sterne's audress, and on quiet being restored Mr.
Hepburn, chairman of the committee, stated that iu
pursuance of a resolution adopted Messrs. Baker.
Dnguid and Noyes were appointed a sub-committee
to complete the investigation of the elevated roads,
with all the powers of the full committee. This subcommitteewill meet in the Chamber of Commerce
building ou Tuesday morning, December 10, at ten
o'clock. Judge Fithian will assist in conducting the
investigation. Mr. Horatio Seymour, Jr., State Kngiueer,has agreed to send Mr. L. Nathan Sweet, hia
assistant, to investigate the construction account of
the "L" roads and report as to their cost.
The committee then sojourned subject to tho call

of the Chair.

HELD FOU CONSPIRACY TO POISON.

JUSTICE DUFFY COMMITS JOSEPH AND MARY

VOLEUEU ON THE CHARGE OF DRUGGING

CRA1ILEH E. BLAIR.THE DEFENCE CLAIMS

THAT MABT CONNOLLY IS THE BEAL CON8PIBATOB.
AU the principals in tho now celebrated Blair poisoningcase were present In Essex Market Court yesterdaymorning, at eleven o'clock, when Justice

Duffy took his seat upon the bench. The Court havingdefined the law under which the case l'ell CounsellorHathaway said:."It Is necessary for you in
the first place to see if a crime has been committed.It will not do to say, 'It looks suspicious.' You
must be satisfied that Blair was poisoned. By whose
testimony? Mary Connolly's! It must be hers, for
strike it out and the case falls to the ground.
Who is she? Mary Connolly has obtained*
through her own means, the reputation of being
the most corrupt thief and brazen-faced liar that
ever took the stand." He asked what were her motivesin making the case known to the police at the
moment when Blair had escaped from his danger,
and when she had been an unresisting spectator of
the crime which she allegod. He advanced the
theory that Mrs. Connolly had a confederate, who
was yet to be discovered. He said that if Joseph
Volkmer was able to write certain words on the card
which was given to the druggist it was strange thai
Blair's letter had to be taken to a friend of Mrs.
Connolly's to be read. Ho argued that Mrs. Connollyperhaps did not intend murder, but robbery,
and when the Second avenue druggist told her tlie
solution was very strong she divided it into two
bottles to weaken it.

roIKTIKU OUT INCONSISTENCIES.
"Go back to the chamber of death whero she

makes Blair reel and fall iuto the arms of Volkmer,
who carries him to bod. Blair says lie undressed und
went to bed without assistance. When Blair saw
her up and moving about the kitchen through tho
niuht where were tho murderers? Sound asleep behindhiui! She makes Blair and herself converse oil
tho uext morning, whereas bo denies addressing her
at all. Why was she up that night? Was It not becauseshe thought she had put Blair to sleep and was
waiting to see whether his watch and chain wore
'snide'or not? And then she talks of blackmail I
This man, Volkmer, who is six feet tall and
forty-three inches ar mud the chest, she makes
crawl under a bed i^even inches from tlie ground
and remain in that positiou tor thrue quarters of au
hour! Then why was the blackmailing plan abandoned?Was Mary Volkmer's and Blair's modesty so
hard to ovorcomo? Although Mary Connollv knew
the Volkmers were going to kill Blair, yet she told
him Mary Volkmer was a good, respectable woman.
Why did she start for that police station? llecauso
her guilty mind told her that when Blair arosu he
wou:d say, 'I've been poisoned.' and she would have
been traced to Eberhardt's, her confederate Taylor
and she to Biedenfold's. Then aiie was alarmed and
seized the opportunity to put these people iuto
State Prison and atterward extract money from
Blair by claiming that she saved his life."

MILS. VOUK.UKB WEK1*S.
1J U>TU U1IIIU wmio UCI tUUIITO

wan speaking. When thu last sentence was spukeu
Mary Connolly Laughed heartily.

There ahe sit*," said Mr. Hathaway, "as dastardlya character a* ever existed." Ho then claimed
that before going to the station house ahe met the
man Taylor. He alao argued that no pois.-n had
been administered to Blair at all, and that lila sicknesswaa due to hia meal o( sausages on an empty
stomach and hia unusual indulgence 111 b- er niterward.Volkmer's character waa, he aaid, above reproach.The only thing to blame him for waa that
lie became enamored of the woman Mary Volkmer,
who waa a fortune teller, but there was nothing so
bad in that. He concluded by saying:."If my client*
wero respectable and a woman like this charged
them with aucli a crime they would not be held fol
live minute*,"
Justice Duffy aaid:."Your motion is denied.

Joseph ami Mary Volkmer were brought here nearly
a week ago on thin charge. They demanded uu examinationand I gave tliem oue. X'hey have been
ably defendod, and Mary Connolly subjected to a
very severe and rigid cross-examination. I give my
decision not only on her evidence, but in view of
all the surrouudiug circumstance*, and I find proliablecause to holit the accused. They are accordinglyheld to await whatever churgc tlio (irsml Jury
may make against them. Their bail is $!V,UUO each.
Mary Connolly ia sent to the House of Detention ia
(lelault of $%0M ball."
The prisoners gave their ages m forty and thirtyfiveyear* respectively. Volkmer said that ho whs a

bartender, and Mary that she kept house. They
were both taken to hn prison.

A SI'llRTY KO It BLAIR.
Mr*. Josephine Trail, of No. 73*J Qulncev street,

Brooklyn, went to the District Attorney's otilcc and
stated that she would be surely for the appearand
of Ulair whenever lit* presence was required. She
further stated that ahe owned a house and lot at No.
KK) 1 >ean street, which was worth $7,500, and that
there w»a a mortgage 011 it for f'i.500. The AssistButDistrict Attorney said the surety wa* sufficient,
but added that the matter could not be
passed upon until tho facts were verified.
Mr Id&ir wan flintt tfekan K«/>W 4» lf.%n*n ,if ll*..
trillion peiidiUK the examination of tho title. Tba
Chief Clerk, Mr. Mono* Clark, placed the papers on
the calendar of the Urand Jnry for to-day. ami »everalparties were summoned an witnesses. 1'he
offence for which the Volkincrs will lie indicted is
that of "adniinistcritiu poisou with intent to kill,"
the highest punishment for which is toll years imprisonment.

CAliDS AND KNIFE.

Dorainico Antonio Infautino. who has boon lying
In prison for one month, charged with stabbing
Viuoeao lllanco so severely that hia Ufe was for a

While doapaired of, appeared In court yesterday.
Infantiuo. who ia said to he the scion of a wealthy
family at Monte Mum, in the province of Ilasiilcalo,
Italy, lelt there to tome to New York, where a relative,tho Kev. Tomaso Do Pina. ha I assumod paternal
relation)* toward him. tin November he entered a
saloon at No. 608 liroomu street, where he found the
bartender engaged with Htaiico and soniefrlelida
in a xaiue of cards. They invited him to join
them aud lie assented. Finally a ipiarrel arose ana
Blanco in a fury rushed upon the stranger, thrust*
inu a hand into his pocket as he came. lutantmo,
fancying it was a pistol ho was feetlug (or, drew out
his knle aud struck at his assailaut. Tho lattct
bowed his head to avoid the stroke, wlueh fell upon
his neck, severed an artery and left biin weltering iu
blood. The young Italian took to hia heels and the
wounded man was abandoned by his friends. When
the nolice found him he was iu qulto a desperate
condition, and only yesterday was able to furnish a
tatcmnnt of the <-aae. He was unable to leave St.
Vincent's Hospital, however, aud the caauvaead*
Jourued.


